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REMARKS 

Claims 1-1 1 are cancelled and new claims 12-33 are added through this Amendment and 
Response. Thus, claims 12-33 are pending in this application. The Applicant has carefully and 
thoughtfully considered the Office Action and the comments therein. Each of the pending 
claims is believed to define an invention that is novel and unobvious over the cited references. 
Based on the following remarks, it is respectfully submitted that the instant application is in 
condition for allowance. Prompt reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections is earnestly 
requested. 



Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

On page 2 of the Office Action, claims 1-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
being anticipated by US Patent No. 5,713,145 to Ruvang "(Riivang"). Although the rejection is 
moot due to the cancellation of claims 1-11, this rejection will be treated as if applying to claims 
12-33. It is respectfully submitted that new claims 12-33 are allowable over Ruvang. 
Reconsideration of the pending claims and withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

Referring to independent claim 12, there is recited "An attachment system for connecting 
a lip plate of a digging device to a ground engaging tool." The attachment system comprises, 
among other things: 

an engaging recess arranged in a rearwardly extending 
attachment portion of the ground engaging tool, extending inwardly 
of the attachment portion from a rear surface thereof, the engaging 
recess being arranged to received the lug; 

a lug engaging member insertable into the engaging recess 
from the rear surface of the attachment portion, the lug engaging 
member arranged to engage the rear face of the lug; 

a resilient member coupled to the lug engaging member 
opposite the lug; and 

a compressive member at least partially insertable into the 
engaging recess from the rear surface of the attachment portion to 
apply a compressive force to the resilient member to engage the lug 
engaging member with the rear face of the lug and restrain a 
longitudinal movement of the lug relative to the ground engaging 
tool, (emphasis added). 
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By way of illustration, a lug engaging member 62 as depicted in FIGs. 3-4 of the present 
application includes a resilient member 90 and a compressive member 1 14 for applying a 
compressive force to the resilient member 90. See PCT Application, page 6, line 7-24. The lug 
engaging member 62 is inserted into the engaging recess 50 from the rear surface 52 of the 
ground engaging tool 10. See PCT Application, FIGs. 2 and 4-5. The compressive member 1 14 
is then inserted into the engaging recess 50 to apply a compressive force on the resilient portion 
90, causing the lug engaging member 62 to compress against the rear face 30 of the lug 22, thus 
locking the ground engaging tool 10 in position relative to the lip plate 12. PCT Application, 
page 7, line 23 - page 8, line 4. 

Ruvent fails to teach "a compressive member at least partially insertable into the engaging 
recess from the rear surface of the attachmentportion to apply a compressive force to the resilient 
member", as recited in claim 12 (emphasis added). In Ruvant, the bolt 86 and the nut 100 create 
the force that causes the compression member 98 to compress again the retainer 66. Thus, the 
only two elements of Ruvent that can arguably be aligned with the claimed compressive member 
are the bolt 86 and the nut 100. However, in Ruvant, the nut 100 is not insertable into a recess of 
the shroud 50 as shown in FIGs. 4 and 6. Thus, the nut 100 does not teach the claimed 
compressive member. Also, although the bolt 86 is positioned inside a recess of the shroud 50, it 
is not insertable into the recess from a rear surface of the shroud 50. Rather, the bolt 86 is 
inserted vertically through an opening 92 and then tilted to position horizontally over the retainer 
66. See Ruvant, FIG. 4. Therefore, the bolt 85 does not teach the claimed compressive member. 
Accordingly, Ruvant fails to anticipate claim 12. 

All pending claims 13-33 are dependent on claim 12 and are submitted as allowable for at 
least the same reasons. Withdrawal of the rejection of claims 12-33 and allowance thereof is 
respectfully requested. 
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Conclusion 



All of the stated grounds of objection and rejection have been properly traversed, 
accommodated, or rendered moot. Applicants therefore respectfully request that the Examiner 
reconsider all presently outstanding objections and rejections and that they be withdrawn. 
Applicants believe that a full and complete reply has been made to the outstanding Office Action 
and, as such, the present application is in condition for allowance. If the Examiner believes, for 
any reason, that personal communication will expedite prosecution of this application, the 
Examiner is hereby invited to telephone the undersigned at the number provided. 

Prompt and favorable consideration of this Amendment is respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Respectfully submitted, 
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